The first witness was Jane or Jean Mackenzie.
She was servant last September 
George L. Smith.
P.S.?Give me an answer or you shall everlastingly regret it.
G. L. S.
I confess I walk out of the course of a gentleman in writing you this, but it is only my regard for you that has caused me to do so. Recollect for once and all, I am one who n/ill act as J say.
(Signed)" G. L. S.
His wife had shown him that letter the day after she got it (26th September). It had been brought by the girl Clark, daughter of Dr Smith's housekeeper. Dr Smith had a residence in Montrose, but had been in Edinburgh most of the time witness's wife was there; during greater part of that year witness had not spoken to him; he meant he was not then on speaking terms with him. Witness saw the girl come to the door; he answered it; the girl asked for his wife, who went to her. Witness did not see Dr Smith's letter delivered.
Identified Dr Smith's handwriting. Shown a stick which he identified ; he got it in the course of the following week from llobert Gordon, a blacksmith. From the letter, believed Dr Smith was ill-pleased at Mrs Smith's returning to her husband's house. The Esk runs to the north of witness' farm, and there are several fields between them.
It was very dry on the night of the fire, and had been long so. The soil near the river is generally gravelly and not red. The policeman came about two o'clock in the morning, and witness told him whom he suspected. There is no red clay land on witness' farm, but when earth has dried on clothes it has a red appearance.
It is not like moor-land.
evening (7 or 8 o'clock) was walking about the dining-room in his night-shirt, in so excited a state, that they were glad to allow him to take the brandy to get him to bed again. He first asked for wine ; the medical attendant wished to confine him to six glasses of wine per day, but this had not been done. They had given him wine and a glass or two of brandy, and he helped himself to more.
Dr Booth had apparently no authority over him, at that time, as the nurse bad been giving him drink unknown to Dr Booth and Mrs Smith. On the Friday evening, after he got the brandy, they got him prevailed on to go to bed. He was then raving from drink. Witness does not pretend to say his excitement was all from drink, but his opinion is that it was so. On the Saturday (next day) he got more excited, and witness then insisted on his being confined to a certain allowance. He then got, witness understands, about 1^ bottles of wine per day, and he became rapidly better, and from being unable to rise, by Friday following he was walking about the steading shooting pigeons with Dr Booth.
Q. Did he dwell on any particular subject during this excitement ? A. He generally dwelt on differences he had with his wife. He was married and was living separate from her. Sometimes he was angry at what he said she had done, and melancholy from the effects he said it had upon himself. He had been separated from his wife, witness thinks, from the beginning of September 1853.
She had been away and taken back again. Not aware whether before that time he was given to drink much or not. Had occasionally met him at dinner parties, but otherwise not much in his company, previous to Not much in his company between September and December 1853. Witness avoided asking him, during that period, to remain all night, in the house when he came. Not a sudden change, he saw it gradually from May 1853. Habits had then changed. It was then he first told them of differences with his wife. After that he was getting worse. Would occasionally come to witness's house perfectly well and behave like a gentleman. About the middle of January 1854, he left the house on a Saturday, and this, witness may say, was the commencement of the quarrel between them. He saw nothing of his drinking after that. He saw him once or twice in Edinburgh, on the street, when he was living there. He saw him after he returned, prowling about his (witness') steading, on 30th August. This was before witness's wife returned; he did not speak to him, but went into the house to avoid him.
Margaret Smith, wife of last witness, had a dispute with her husband last year, and went to reside in Edinburgh. Occasionally saw Dr Smith there, and took his advice as a friend. Returned to her husband, September 1854. Dr Smith was not aware she was to return. On Tuesday, September 26th, after she returned, got a letter from Dr Smith. Identified the letter before referred to. The letter was brought by the little girl Clark. She (witness) gave it to her husband, and sent no answer. Got another lette* on following Saturday. This was the night before the fire, she thinks. Fire on Sunday morning. Witness tore this last-mentioned letter, but some of the pieces were preserved. Being shown fragments of the letter libelled on, identified them.
Q. What was the general purport of the letter ? So far as witness read it, it bore that Dr Smith had been at Noranside to see Miss Carnegie, who had asked him to write the letter. Witness answered neither of the letters. She was awoke on Sunday morning by an alarm of fire. The fire consumed the stackyard, but did not reach the house or steading. Cross-examined, 
